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REMARKS 

I Tntroduction 

In response to the Office Action dated October 1, 2003, claims 1-34 have been cancelled, 
and damis 35-68 have been added. Claims 35-68 remain in the application. Re-exammation and re- 
consideration of the application, as amended, is requested 

II, Pri or Art Rejections 

The prior Office Actions and Advisory Action rejected the claims under 35 U.S.C §l03(a) as 
bekgunpatentable ovexPerlman, U.S. Patent No. 6,169,879 (Perlman) in view of PoeketTV™ 
article (PoeketTV™). In view of the prior arguments and Actions, the prior claims have been 
cancelled and replaced with new claims 35-68. 

The new claims provide for displaying audio/visual information on an output device by 
using a set top box and hand held computing device. Specifically, the handheld computing device is 
used to control the set top box (similar to a remote control) and store audio /visual information. 
The new claims provide the ability for the handheld computing device to receive and store 
audio/visual ^formation from the set top box and then transmit audio/visual information to the 
same (or different) set top box for display of the transmitted information on the output device. 
None of the prior art references, either alone or in combination, implicidy or explicitly, provide the 
" ability for such a system or hand held computing device that performs such combined functionality 
as claimed. 

With respect to specific aspects of die cited prior art, the PoeketTV™ device is not 
equivalent to the claimed hand held computing device and does not perform or provide the same 
capabilities as claimed. The article states that the Palm-siie PC becomes a niinkture VCR. 
However, the information that follows in the article dearly illustrates that the PoeketTV™ merely 
has the capability to display video on the Palm-siae PC. In other words, the PoeketTV™ is merely a 
TV that fits in your pocket a pocket television). Further, the "VCR" capabilities cited in the 
article merely refer to the ability to play me content on the Palm-skc PC The fourth paragraph of 
the article further elaborates that the streaming video may be brought dkecdy to "your pocket". 
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However, such sae^g is not yet m *e Pocket 

stt earrangis available «as soon a. wireless streaming teaches 100 Mbit/sec or higher bitrate..." 
Thus, the PocketTV"* device is dearly limited to receiving non-strearriing MPEG video from a PC 
and displaying it on the device itself. 

In addition to the above, the PocketTV™ device does not provide the capability to send or 
receive information from a set top bp *. A described in the article, the device is limited to receiving 
and transmitting matenal to/from a computer. Such a limited amount of communication between a 
computer and the HP Jornada device is further illustrated in the portions of the HP Jornada User's 
Guide previously cited. Specifically, section 3 of page 8 provides for communication between the 
device and either a handheld PC, P/PC, and desktop PC. In this regard, there is no capability or 
suggestion, implicit or explicit that the PocketTV™ device may communicate with a set top box. 
Further, none of the cited references provide or even suggest a handheld computing device that has 
the capability to perform the combined functions of controlling a set top box and for storing and 
causing the display of audio/visual information as claimed. 

The pnor rejections also relied on the Penman reference and equated Penman's VCR to the 
claimed handheld computing device. Specifically, the Office Action states that is arguable that the 
VCR [130] may be broadly construed as being a handheld computing device, insofar as it is feasible 
that at some point in time it may be "hand held" while the carrier moved. 

Applicant specifically traverses the assertion that Perlman's VCll [130] may be broadly 
construed as being a handheld computing device since at some point in time the VCR may be 
"handheld" while be carried or moved. Carrying or moving a VCR from one house to another is 
not even remotely similar to staring that the VCR is a handheld computing device. The background 
of die invention on page 2, line 27-page 3, line 19 describes handheld computing devices. 

In addition, page 7, lines 11-18 specifically define the handheld computing device as claimed: 
In accordance with one or more embodiments of the invention, die set top box 110 is 
controllable by a handheld computing device or PDA 114. As described herein, a handheld 
computing device, is any small device that maintains the ability to performed die functionality 
described with respect to the present invention. Such devices include but are not limked to devices 
that are configured to receive, transport, or store information ox perform computations, calculations, 
etc Alternatively, or in addition to controlling set top box 110. PDA 114 may provide for the storage 
and playback of information transmiTrcd from set top box 1 10. 
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HI. r ^nclusion 



and such allowance isres] 
a* be resolved in a telephone interview, 
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re minor matters still rem* 
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